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Amendments to the Claims: 
This Usting of claims replaces all prior versions and listings of claims in the application: 

Listing of Claims : 

1. (Currently Amended) A method comprising the steps of: 
selecting a plxirality of one or more evaluators to rate ^ a document; 

passing the document to the plurality of one or more evaluators for ratings ; 
receiving rating information associated with contents of the a document from the one or 
more evaluators; 

identifying at least one trust score, wherein the at least one trust score is associated with a 
s pecific one of the one or more evaluators; 

determining an aggregate rating for the document based on the rating information and the 
at least one trust score: 

receiving a signal relevant to a criteria; and 

determining whether to deliver the document in response to the signal based on the 
criteria and the rating information fi-om th e on e or mor e e valuators aggregate rating . 

2. (Cancelled) 

3. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the signal is a request received fi-om an 

entity, the entity is associated with a suitability standard, and the determining action comprises 
determining whether the document satisfies the suitability standard. 

4. (Cancelled) 

5. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 3, fiirther comprising: 
d e t e rmining an aggregate rating bas e d on th e rating information; and 
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selecting the electronic document based on the aggregate rating and the suitability 
standard. 

6. (Original) The method of claim 3, further comprising: 

storing the suitability standard in a database; and 
processing the database to determine the suitability standard. 

7. (Cancelled) 

8. (Currently Amended) The method of claim ^ 1, wherein Ae at least one trust score is 
based on the geographical location of the associat e d specific one of the plurality of one or more 
evaluators. 

9. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 7 1, wherein the at least one trust score is 
based on one or more prior content ratings received from the associat e d specific one of the 
plurality of one or more evaluators. 

10. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 7 i, wherein tiie at least one trust score is 
based on an industry associated with the associat e d specific one of the plurality of one or more 
evaluators. 

1 1 . (Currently Amended) The method of claim ^ i, wherein tiie at least one trust score is 
based on a rating deviation of an evaluator, wherein the rating deviation is based on a 
comparison of (i) rating information for one or more documents received from the evaluator and 
(ii) rating information for the one or more documents received from one or more other 
evaluators. 

12. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 7 i, wherein at least one trust score is 
based on a rating deviation of an evaluator, wherein the rating deviation is based on a 
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comparison of (i) rating information for one or more docximents received from the evaluator and 
(ii) aggregate ratings for the one or more documents. 

13. (Currently Amended) The method of claim ^ i, wherein the at least one trust score of 
an evaluator is based on rating information previously received from the specific one of the one 
or more evaluators e valuator for one or more documents. 

14. (Currently Amended) The method of claim ? i, ftirther comprising: 
determining one or more revised trust scores for one or more of the plurality of one or 

more evaluators; and 

determining a revised aggregate rating based on the one or more revised trust scores. 

1 5. (Currently Amended) The method of claim ^ i, wherein at least one of the plurality 
ef trust score scor e s is based on at least one of the geographical location of the associated 
e valuator specific one of the one or more evaluators and prior rating information received from 
the e valuator specific one of the one or more evaluators . 

16. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the document is an advertisement. 

17. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the document comprises at least one of a 
web page, content that can be used in a web page, and a program. 

18. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1, further comprising: tho action of 
selecting a plurality of one or more evaluators to evaluate the document. 

1 9. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1 8, wherein the plurality of one or more 

evaluators are selected using a random selection algorithm. 

20. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the criteria comprises a sensitivity score. 
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21 . (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1 , further comprising: receiving new 
rating information for the document; and 

processing the new rating information to determine a revised rating associated with the 
document. 

22. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the aggregate rating comprises one or 
more subject ratings, each associated with an evaluation criterion. 

23. (Original) The method of claim 22, wherein the evaluation criterion comprises at least 
one of sexual content, violent content, adult content, and targeted age. 

24. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the aggregate rating comprises a quantity. 

25. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the aggregate rating comprises a mean of 
the rating information. 

26. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the aggregate rating comprises a mode of 
the rating information. 

27. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the aggregate rating comprises a median 
of the rating information. 

28. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 4- 3, wherein the request is received by at 
least one of a content provider and a user. 

29. (Currently Amended) A computer-readable medium encoded with computer program 
code to rate an electronic document, the program code effective to perform the following: 

select a plurality of one or more evaluators to rate the a document; 
pass the document to the plurality of one or more evaluators for rating ; 
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receive rating information associated with the content of the a docmnent from floe one or 
more evaluators; 

identify at least one trust score, wherein the at least one trust score is associated with a 
specific one of a plurality of evaluators: 

determine an aggregate rating for the document based on the rating information and the at 
least one trust score: 

receive a signal relevant to a criteria; and 

determine whether to deliver the document in response to the signal based on the criteria 
and the rating information from th e one or more ovoluators aggregate rating . 

30. (Currently Amended) A system comprising: 

selecting means for selecting a plurality of one or more evaluators to rate the a document; 
passing means for passing the document to the plurality of one or more evaluators fer 

rating receiving means for receiving rating information associated with a content of the a 
document from tiie one or more evaluators; 

identifying means for identifying at least one trust score, wherein the at least one trust 
score is associated with a specific one of a plurality of evaluators: 

determining means for determining an aggregate rating for the document based on the 
rating information and the at least one trust score; 

signal receiving means for receiving a signal relevant to a criteria; and 

determination means for determining whether to deliver the document in response to the 
signal based on the criteria and the rating information from the ono or mor e e valuators aggregate 
rating . 

31. (Currentiy Amended) A system comprising: 

a selecting device that sel e cts a plurality of operable to select one or more evaluators to 
rate the a document; 

a passing device that pass e s operable to pass the document to the plurality of one or more 
evaluators for rating ; 
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a rating receiving device that r e ceives operable to receive rating information associated 
with a content of the a document from tiie one or more evaluators; 

an identification device operable to identify at least one trust score, wherein the at least 
one trust score is associated with a specific one of a plurality of evaluators: 

a determination device operable to determine an aggregate rating for the document based 
on the rating information and the at least one trust score: 

a signal receiving device that r e c e iv e s operable to receive a signal relevant to a criteria; 

and 

a determination device that d e term iHes operable to determine whether to deliver the 
docimirait in response to the signal based on the criteria and the rating information from th e on e 
or more e valuators aggregate rating . 

32. (Currently Amended) A method comprising the steps of: 
selecting a plurality of evaluators to rate the a document; 
passing the document to the plurality of evaluators for rating ; 

receiving rating information for an e l e ctronic associated with a content of the document 
from a the plurality of evaluators, wherein at l e ast on e each evaluator is associated with a trust 
score; and 

determining an aggregate content rating for the electronic document based on the rating 
information and the trust score associated with each evaluator by aggr e gating th e rating 
information from at least two of th e plurality of e valuators, wh e r e in the rating information for at 
l e ast on e e valuator is consid e r e d in association with th e trust scor e for that e valuator . 

33. (Cancelled) 

34. (Cancelled) 



35. (Cancelled) 



